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DETAILED ACTION 

The following communication is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on 
08/24/2007. 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-20 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 5, 9, 11, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

A 

over Fletcher et al, (hereinafter Fletcher - U.S. 6,1 12,190) in view of Roberts et al. 
(hereinafter Roberts - US 4,739,487). 

With regard to Claims 9, 1, 16, Fletcher teaches a method, system, and storage 
medium comprising: 

calculating an estimated rating point value corresponding to a financial state 
changing measure applicable to a particular company, by using estimated financial data 
after said financial state changing measure applicable to said particular company is 
performed and a predetermined rating point value formula; (See Figure 19, item 343 
showing a credit point value, "3.0"; see Figure 13, items 146s, 146t, showing interim 
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and projected financial states; see Figure 21, "credit assessment" as a function (e.g. 
formula) of "character", "information quality", "repayment sources", and "financial 
condition") 

calculating numeral data that corresponds to said estimated rating point value 
and is associated with credit risk of said particular company by using said estimated 
financial data after said financial state changing measure is performed; (See Figure 18, 
item 324d, showing rates based on credit rating derived from the estimated financial 
data), outputting information concerning said estimated rating point value calculated and 
the calculated numeral data. (See Figure 18, representative of a GUI, and see Figure 
26, "Credit Approval Summary", and "Key Evaluation Data"). 

Fletcher does not explicitly disclose wherein said financial, state changing 
measure includes at least one of repayment for interest bearing debts by funds gained 
by a capital increase, repayment for interest bearing debts by funds gained by a 
structured finance, and repayment for interest bearing debts by funds gained by selling 
assets. 

However, Roberts this feature [Abstract; Figures 1, col. 1 lines 9-22, 44-66; col. 2 
lines 24-54; col. 3 lines 14-38] to restructure the debt with low interest debt and make a 
gain to repay the old debt. It would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosure of Fletcher and 
include wherein said financial, state changing measure includes at least one of 
repayment for interest bearing debts by funds gained by a capital increase, repayment 
for interest bearing debts by funds gained by a structured finance, and repayment for 
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interest bearing debts by funds gained by selling assets, as disclosed by Roberts, to 
restructure the debt obligation and issue new bond and pay the old bond with gain 
acquired from newly issued bond. 

With regard to Claims 11,3, Fletcher teaches a method and system comprising: 

calculating a rating point value corresponding to a present financial state of said 
particular company by using financial data that represents said present financial state of 
said particular company and said predetermined rating point value formula, and (See 
Figure 19, item 343 showing a credit point value, "3.0"; see Figure 13, items 146r, 
showing current annual financial data; see Figure 21, "credit assessment" as a function 
(e.g. formula) of "character", "information quality", "repayment sources", and "financial 
condition") 

wherein said outputting step includes a step of outputting said rating point value 
corresponding to said present financial state of said particular company or an improved 
point value of said estimated rating point value from said rating point value 
corresponding to said present financial state. (See Figure 18, representative of a GUI, 
and see Figure 26, "Credit Approval Summary", and "Key Evaluation Data") 

With regard to Claims 13,5 Fletcher teaches a method and system comprising: 
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calculating numeral data associated with present credit risk of said particular 
company by using financial data that represents a present financial state of said 
particular company, (See Figure 13, items 146r, showing current annual financial data, 
and see Figure 18, item 324d, showing rates based on credit risks associated with the 
current financial data) and wherein said outputting step includes a step of outputting 
said numeral data associated with said present credit risk of said particular company or 
an improved degree of said numeral data that corresponds to said estimated rating 
point value and is associated with said credit risk from said numeral data associated 
with said present credit risk. (See Figure 18, representative of a GUI, and see Figure 
26, "Credit Approval Summary", and "Key Evaluation Data"). 

Claim 8 recites: 

The system set forth in claim 1, wherein said means for calculating said estimated rating 
point value calculates estimated rating point values respectively corresponding to a 
plurality of financial state changing measures applicable to said particular company by 
using a plurality of estimated financial data after said plurality of financial state changing 
measures applicable to said particular company are performed and said predetermined 
rating point value formula, and multiple financial data wherein said means for calculating 
said numeral data associated with said estimated credit risk calculates numeral data 
that is associated with said estimated credit risk of said particular company and 
corresponds to a selected estimated rating point value of said plurality of said estimated 
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rating point values calculated by said means for calculating said estimated rating point 
value. 

The Examiner interprets this claim to represent the steps wherein different sets of 
financial data are used to calculate different sets of credit scores and credit ratings, 
according to the formulas used for creating such indicators. The Examiner observes that 
the system used in Fletcher is capable of implementing Applicants system. Specifically, 
the estimated financial data that is referred to in Figure 13 as "projected", can be 
changed each time the system is invoked to perform an assessment. Thus a user can 
used various sets of projected data to observe the effect of the data on the resultant 
credit scores, ratings, and financial services values. 

Claim 2,4,6-8,10,12,14-15,17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fletcher and Roberts, as applied to claims 1, 9 and 16 above, 
and further in view of Johnson et al, U.S. Patent #5615408. 

Claims 10,2,17, recite a method, system, & storage medium comprising: 

stochastically estimating a rating from said estimated rating point value, and 
wherein said information concerning said estimated rating point value calculated is the 
stochastically estimated rating. 
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It appears that Fletcher employs a "likelihood" analysis in arriving at a credit point 
value, in Figures #19-20, which shows subjective assessments in addition to detailed 
numerical ratings of factors effecting creditworthiness. Still, Fletcher does not seem to 
expressly use a stochastic or probabilistic analysis in arriving at an overall credit rating 
of a user. However, Johnson, in discussing credit scores, teaches this exact limitation at 
(Col. 8, lines 53-59). Further, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the teachings of Fletcher and 
Roberts, relating to calculating credit point values, with the teachings of Johnson, 
relating to stochastic determinations of variations in such values. The motivation for 
such a combination is within the general knowledge of one ordinarily skilled in the art, 
and is simply to provide greater and more precise information about a potential 
borrower. 

With regard to Claims 12,4,18, Fletcher teaches a method, system and storage 
medium comprising: 

computing an estimated rating corresponding to said estimated rating point value 
and said outputting step includes a step of outputting said estimated rating 
corresponding to said estimated rating point value (See Figure 19, item 342, showing a 
"good" credit quality, based on the numerical point value) 

Fletcher does not expressly teach that the "expression" is a relative value based 
on probabilities. In terms of Applicant's claims, Fletcher does not expressly teach: 
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information concerning probability of said estimated rating, and outputting said 
information concerning said probability of said estimated rating. 

However, as mentioned above, Johnson teaches this aspect of making credit 
determinations (see Col. 8, lines 53-59). As such, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Fletcher and Roberts, relating to 
computing a credit rating, with the teachings of Johnson, relating to calculating 
probabilities of variations in the rating. The motivation for such a combination is within 
the general knowledge of one ordinarily skilled in the art, and is simply to provide 
greater and more precise information about a potential borrower. 

With regard to Claims 14,6,19, Fletcher does not expressly teach a method and 
system wherein: 

said numeral data associated with said estimated credit risk includes a step of 
calculating bankruptcy probability of said particular company 

However, Johnson also teaches probability of bankruptcy as a factor in making credit 
determinations at (Col. 8, lines 53-59). As such it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time applicant's invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Fletcher and Roberts, relating to calculating numeral data associated with 
estimated credit risk, to include a bankruptcy probability, as taught by Johnson. The 
motivation for such a combination is within the general knowledge of one ordinarily 
skilled in the art, and is simply to provide greater and more precise information about a 
potential borrower. 
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Fletcher teaches one other limitation recited by the claim: 

using estimated financial data after said financial state changing measure is 

performed (See Figure 13, items 146s, 146t, showing interim and projected financial 

states). 

The remaining limitation refers to using a predetermined bankruptcy probability 
formula, which is not taught by Fletcher. However, as discussed above in the response 
to arguments, Official Notice has been taken that using a predetermined formula in 
calculating bankruptcy probabilities is old, well known, and admitted as prior art. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time applicant's invention 
was made, to combine the teachings of Fletcher and Roberts related to calculating a 
numeral data associated with a credit risk, to include a predetermined formula for 
calculating a bankruptcy probability. The motivation for such a combination is within the 
general knowledge of one ordinarily skilled in the art, and is simply to provide greater 
and more precise information about a potential borrower. 

With regard to Claims 15,7,20, Fletcher teaches the method, system, and 
media comprising: 

calculates numeral data concerning costs of one or a plurality of financial 
services applicable to said particular company (See Figure 18, item 324d, showing rates 
based on credit risks associated with the current financial data). 

Fletcher does not expressly teach the limitation wherein: 
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said numeral data concerning costs corresponds to said data concerning said 
bankruptcy probability of said particular company. 

However, as discussed above in the response to arguments, Official Notice has 
been taken that interest rate costs (AKA, numeral data concerning costs) corresponding 
to bankruptcy probabilities are old, well known, and admitted as prior art. Thus it would 
have been obvious to modify Fletcher and Roberts to adjust financial service rates 
based on a bankruptcy probability calculation. The motivation for such a combination is 
within the knowledge generally known to one of ordinary skill in the art, and is simply to 
adjust financial service rates to most accurately reflect the credit risk of all potential 
borrowers. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 8/24/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). Roberts et al. is a secondary reference and discloses the limitation not disclosed 
by primary reference. 

In response to applicant's argument that (page 2 lines 8-10 of remarks) is 
nonanalogous art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of 
applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem 
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with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for 
rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 
(Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Robert teaches restructuring of debt for another debt by 
calling old debt and refinancing it with new debt (see col. 10 and 11). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, restructure the 
debt with low interest debt and make a gain to repay the old debt. Also see In re KSR. 

Conclusion 

3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Harish T. Dass whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6793. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 4:50 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Abdi Kambiz can be reached on 571-272-6702. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Harish T Dass 
Primary Examiner 
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